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List of Radical Right Populist Parties
holds information by country on the largest Radical Right Populist Party (RRPP). In case there is more than one party mentioned for a specific country, the RRPP with the largest vote share has changed during the period under research. Overlapping Voter Polls (Figure 1) and Attitudes towards Redistribution Figure 1 in the main text shows the shares of overlapping voter pools for radical right, economic centre left, and economic centre right parties. The scores represent the share of voters that are beyond/open for competition between these three party groupings. For that purpose, we relied on propensity to vote scores included in the 2014 European Election Study (Schmitt et al. 2016 ). These scores are derived from the question "How likely is it that you will ever vote for this party?" that was asked for each party in a country.The responses vary from 1 ("I will certainly never vote for this party") to 10 ("I will certainly vote for this party at some time in the future"), Following Kroh, van der Brug, and van der Eijk (2007) , those respondents are subject to competition who have a tied first preference, or whose second preference is only one point less than their first.
To support our argument that supporters of RRPPs hold positive stances toward welfare-state extensions, we provided the results of some additional calculations when developing our first hypothesis. The shares of RRPP supporters that support redistribution have been calculated based on respondents' support for the statement "You are fully in favour of/opposed to the redistribution of wealth from the rich to the poor in (OUR COUNTRY)" on a 11-point scale, where 0 indicates full support and 10 indicates complete opposition to the statement. We considered all respondents with a score of 4 or lower on this scale as supporters of redistributive measures.
For both, we first calculate country averages and then rely on the overall mean of these values. As we need information on RRPP supporters, these calculations can only be done for countries with a relevant RRPP party. Table A2 presents regression models applied to party demeaned values to allow the estimation of both constituent terms of the interaction (see footnote 14). Moreover, the results of the empirical analysis presented in Table 2 in the main text are robust regarding various alternative model specifications. First, we replaced the election-clustered standard errors with standard errors clustered by election date and party. Second, although serial correlation does not appear to be present in the statistical models, we included a lagged dependent variable into the models.As an alternative way to deal with potential serial correlation, we also made use of Prais-Winsten regressions.None of the three alternative specifications changes the results of our empirical analysis in substantial ways. See table A3 (Models 1 to 6) below for the corresponding results.
Robustness Checks and Additional Analyses
One might argue that parties' welfare shifts do not rely on RRPPs' vote shares but on RRPPs' shifts on the welfare issue over time. Due to lacking data on welfare positions for a majority of RRPPs we cannot test this claim directly. Since most RRPPs have seen a major shift in their welfare positioning at the end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s (Arzheimer 2013; de Lange 2007) , we excluded the first five years of our observation period to investigate whether our results depend on these years. Models 7 and 8 in table A3 report the corresponding results -they are not affected by these modifications and are similar to those reported in the main text. This has no effect on our findings. Furthermore, we tested a more fine-grained party family variable instead of our binary indicator for economically left-of-centre and right-of-centre parties (table A5 ). The MARPOR group provides a variable distinguishing the parties included in this analysis into six party families(regional and special issue parties remained unconsidered). Adding an interaction term between this categorical variable and RRPP vote shares to the model gives results that are substantially similar to those presented in the main text. Hence, the marginal effect plot shows statistically significant effects for radical left and social democratic parties (the most prominent left-of-centre party families) but not for the remaining party families ( fig. A2 ).
Moreover, we conducted a jackknife test to check whether a single country drives the results presented in Model 3 in the main text. We thus repeated the regression analysis while excluding one country in each repetition. Figure A3 shows the resulting regression coefficients for the base term as well as the corresponding interaction effect between RRPP vote share and right-of-centre party status. The figure illustrates that the base term remains negative and statistically significant in all cases indicating that left-of-centre parties' pro-welfare shifts in response to increasing RRPP vote shares are not driven by a single country in our analysis. The jackknife analysis confirms the results of our main model. Furthermore, France and the United Kingdom are of particular interest as these are the only countries employing purely majoritarian electoral systems. Our results are not affected if these cases are jointly dropped from the analysis (table A6) .
We conducted similar checks while iterating over party families as provided by the coding of the MARPOR group in order to inspect whether our results are mainly attributable to the impact of specific party ideologies. In general, fig. A4 shows that the presented results are robust to the exclusion of single party families from the analysis. Again, the base and the interaction term show the expected sign and are substantially large in all models 
(3) Observation period in models 7 and 8: 1990-2017. R-squared report in models 5 and 6, all other models report the adjusted R-squared values. (table A4) Note: The error bars indicate 90% confidence bands. 
